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— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address— 
Period tor Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 5 MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after trie mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 



^^Responsive to communication^) filed on ^ < 2jD^h 




□ This action is FDNAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosocwftiion as to 1the morilts as cliosed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition off Claims 
^Claim(s) 



1-/3 



Of the above claim(s)_ 

□ Claim(s) 

/K^CIaim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 



is/are pending in the application. 
. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



AppDicatiion Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are allowed, 
is/are rejected, 
is/are objected to. 

. are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

F>ri rity under 35 U.S.C. § 1 119 (aH<3) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd)- 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
^Certified copies not received: 



tf Information Disclosure Statement®, PTO-1449, Paper No(s). & 



□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 

Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Revi w, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Pat nt Application, PTQ-152 

□ Oth r 
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1 . An RCE (Paper No. 6) an amendment (Paper No. 7) and an IDS (Paper No. 8) 
have been filed on April 1 , 2003). 

2. Claims under examination are 1-8, 11 and 13. 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The recitation "or combination thereof on line 6 of 
this claim is not supported by the specification. 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 1-8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Yau, S. (USP 5080942). 

7. Claims 1-8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yau, S. (USP 5080942). 

8. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yau, S. 
(USP 5080492) as applied to claims 1 and 2 above, and further in view of Patel, R. 
(USP 4654402). 
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Please refer to prior Office actions (Paper Nos. 2 and 5) for these rejections. 

In response to the examiner's comments (in Paper No. 5) that no supportive data 
were presented to show that the carbon black ofYau affects the basic and novel 
characteristics of invention of instant claims 1-8 and therefore it should be excluded 
from scope of instant claim 1 (which recites "consisting essentially of), the applicant 
has pointed out to an article cited on accompanying PTO-1449 (Paper No. 7). While the 
information therein is important, it is not conducive to establish conclusively that 
carbon black of Yau is detrimental to instant invention, because the data are not 
commensurate in scope with instant claims. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be directed 
to U.K. Rajguru whose telephone number is 703-308-3224. The examiner can 
generally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30 am-6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application is assigned are 703-872-9310 for 
regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661 . 



U.K. Rajguru/dh 
June 17, 2003 





James J. Seidleck 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 1 700 



